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WhatWOULD a F ashionable

- Society Woman Do in. Jail
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The United States Court Indictment of Mrs. Whitney Warren
for Smuggling Five Trunks Full of Paris Gowns Raises the

Recent Smuggling Cases in New York
and What the Punishments Were

Amount Ths
Involved, Fine.

Johnn R. Collins, indicted August 23, 1811, for smuggling
Jewels for Mrs, Helen Dwelle Jenking; fined by Judge

Hough October 3, 1811.........

$4,000

Nathan Allen, indicted with Colling and fined by Judge

Houghsame day ..............

200,000 12,000

Mre, Ada F. C. Adriance, wife of I. Reynolds Adriance,
wealthy harvester manufscturer of Poughkeapuie,
tried in August, 1910, to smuggle $8,000 neckiace
in & batband; indicted, pleaded gfilty October 7,
and fined $5,000, which she paid, with $12,063, the

home value of and the duty on necklece..........

12,063 17,063

(In sontencing her Judge Hand said next offender
would go to jail.)
Myrs, Lavender Byers Dunlap, wife of Willam A. Dunlap,
son of a millionsire hatter, brought in $61,194 in
Jewels on November 12, 1813, and neglected to de-
clare them; following their seisure Mre. Dunlap said
she was a resident of England; Government sued;
she brought counter suit; compromised May 20,
1915, when she paid $26,143 snd promised to psy

$10,000 more on Janusry 1, 1915

HERE IS THE CONTRAST:

..............

61,104 26,143

P. Sebosta, n poor musician, brought in a harp which he did not de-

clare in 1911,

Sentenced to seven months,

Survine de Billis smuggled in twelve pairs of gloves. Sentenced to aix

months and fined $100.

Mrs. Roberta Menges Corwin Hill (Tearle)smuggled in a coat worth $8,000.

Fined $2,000 and semtenced to three days.
smuggler jailed in this country.)

(She was the first woman

Mrs. Whitney Warren’s Five Trunks

WELVE men of the U'nited Btates
Grand Jury in New York have de-
olded that Mrs. Whitney Warren,

a wealthy woman of excellent soclal po-
sition,, Is probably gulity of smuggling
five trunks full of fashionable dresses
into New York. After hearing an ex

parte statement from the custom house
officlals, the Grand Jury Indicted Mrs:
Whitney Warren, and accused her of
four separate infractions of the law,
Whether the Grand Jury used good
judgment, and It turns out that Mrs,
Whitney Warren is really s eriminal, will
not be known until the accused has bean
tried, and judge and jury have decided
har gullt or Innocence. In faol, at the
moment this is being written, it i» poes-
sible Mrs, Whitney Warren's lawyers
may be arranging a compromise with the
Government authorities, and that some
ssottlement of the case may be made
without Mrs. Whitney Warren being
compelled to sit in the criminals’ pen and
endure the unpleasant experience of a
eriminal trial ?
Whatever may be the final outcome of
the indictment of Mrs. Whitney Warren,
soclety leader and woman of wealth and
the interesting question arises
as to whether any judge would probably
ever sentence a woman of wealth and
soclal position to any considerabls term

Nowhere throughout the United States,
from Malne to California, {8 there any
socinl leader of wealth sitting in a prison
cell. It is hard to recall any case where
a woman of millions and social proml-
nence ever did go to jail. Is It an im-
possible and preposterous idea?

What would a soclety woman do in
jall? There is nothing in the prison life
which she is at all fitted for.

In her narrow little cell there is no op-

portunity for holding receptions. BEvery
woman of position of course has her “at
home" some day each week. If a soclety
butterfly goes to jaill, she would be
strictly confined to her temporary “home*
every day In the week. But while she
would always be “at home™ every day
during her term of lmprisonment, her
bhome would be of such narrow propor-
tions that it would be Impossible to wel-
come any cousiderable number of guests,
Therefore, it would be impractioable for
a soclety woman to ocontinue her cus-
tomary weelkly “at homes” in jail /
i Of courss, a soeiety woman in prison
eould sleep late In the morning, probably,
as she does at home, unless ghe was
sentenced to a term at “hard labor,”
which would be unlikely. She might
sleep until noon every day, which would
not upset her customary habit of life in
thal respecL

But what about her evenings? How
she would mise the theatre, the opers,
dances, receptions and dinner parties!

It Is customary in prisons to put the
lights out at nine e¢'clock. This would
be a great hardship, for g soclety woman.
There is no visiting between cells during
the evening, so that the society woman
serving her sentence could not look fore
ward to any callers in the evening.

Very few soclety women ever read any-
thing. and the reason for this is that they
Are too busy to have any time for read-
ing. Therefore not having the habit of
reading the jlong hours of the evening
would drag tediously in her cell

Having no mald to give orders to, mo
footman or butler to scold, no opportu-
nity to do shopplog, no bridge partiea, it
would be & dreary prospect.

Even if & soclety woman prisoner had
a cellmate there would be no rea! oppor-
tunity for dancing, because the space ls
80 limited In & prison cell that dancing is
tmpossible,

What, then, would & soclety woman do
to amuse herself during the long hours
and days and, perhaps, weoks, of her
sentence? It would seem as {f there was
nothing left for her to do bul dress.

By glving the whole morning to dolag

up her balr and arranging herseif for
luncheon, she might occupy her .mind
and fingers quite well. After luncheon
&he might put in the afternoon taking
down her hair and doing It up agaln, and
preparing a very elaborate evening
tollette for dinner. Ehe would then find
herself in an elaborate evening dress alt-
ting on the edge of her marrow bunk
eating her dinner from a tabhle of rough
boards, and reminiscing to herself as sha
itirred her coffee in the tin mug with an
old tin spoon.

But this picture of & woman of social
position and wealth, who has been accus-
tomed to the soft comforts of & well
servanted home would probably strike the
Judge as a cruel and unusual punishment.
Nowhere In the United States ls thers
any such spectacla (0 be seen. Is it
impoesible and preposterous to Imagine
such a thing as Mrs. Whitney Warren In
Jall, aven if she is convicied?

There ara four separste things which
the Grand Jury acouses Mrs. Whitney
Warren of baving done,

The firet count accuses hor of brin
certaln merchandise inte the United
Btates by means of a fraudulent and false
by means of false and fraudulent prae-
tises and false statements, verbal and
written, in that she stated, in her decla-
ration, that tha value of the merchandise
was §1,600, whereas she wall knew it was
actually worth much more, snd there-
after she stated verbally to the customs
examiner thaf three of the gowns had
been previously bought in Fraoce and
imported into the United States, and duty
had then been pald on them, whereas she
wall knew that the gowns had never be-
fore been Imported into the Unlted tSates
nor the duty pald on them.

The second count accuses her of at-
tempting to Introduce the same merchan-
disa into the commerce of the United
States by means of a fraudulent and falge
declaration in that the wvalue of the mer-
chandise was largely In excess of the
$1.500 stated in the declaration and by
means of the false verbal statement to
the examiner,

The third count sccuses her of fraudu-
lently omitting from her declaration the
value of three gowns, as a result of which
omisslon the United States might be de-
prived of the lawful duties thereon.

The fourth count accuses her of at-
tempting to introduce into the commerce
of the United States certaln Imported
merchandise by means of a false and
fraudulent declaration, in that her decla-
ration stated that the foreign cost price
or actusl forelgn market value of the
merchandise war $1,500, whereas the
actual cost or forelgn market value was
largely In excess of $1.500 as she well
knew,

Thesa four counts are framed so as to
bring Mrs. Warren's conduct within one
or more of the various Federal provisions
against smuggling and evasion of the
customs. Btripped of their legal verblage,
they accuse Mrs. Warren of two definite
violations of the customa law, namely,
undervaluation of her declared merebhan-
dise and a falss verbzl statement to the
customs examiner,

It Is clalmed by the government that
lie wearing apparel which Mrs. Warren
sald cost her only 31,600 was actually
worth nearer §10000 and that Mrs
Warren knew |t When she was con-
fronted with the valuation put upon her
apparel by the government appralsers,
Mrs. Warren {8 accused of having justi-
fled her own figures by explaining that
three of the gowns in question had
previously been imported and that she
bad paild duty on them, and that, there
fore, she had not included thelr value in
the $1,500.

The government claims that these
three gowns had never before been im-
ported, and that, therefore, Mrs. Warren
not only made a false verbal statement
o & customs axaminer, which, fu itself,
fs & violation of the tariff moct, but, by

Question Whether a Prison
Sentence Would Be a‘“Cruel
and Unusual’’ Punishment

for a Woman of Wealth

“It would seom as if there was nothing left for her to do but dress. By
rlvl-t the whole morning to doing up ber hair and arranging herself for
uncheon, » Aﬁa

he might occupy hor mind and fingers quite well,
taking down her hair snd doing it up again,

she might put in the sfterncon

r luncheon

end miu a very elasborate evening tollette for dinner. She would then
find in wn elsborate evening dress sitling on the edge of her narrow
benk -“-1 her dinner from a table of rough boards, and reminiscing to
herself as she stirred her <offes in the tin mug with an old tin spoon.”’

her own admission, she had omitted these
gowns from her declaration, which, if the
Eovernment is correct, s a second vie
Iation of the act.

The three gowns, which will play such
an important part in this case, are
meagerly deseribed in the Indlctment as
“one black and mota! thread avening
costume trimmed with lace; one fame
colored evening gown, bheaded: ons flame
colored evening costume.” In addition,
the wearing apparel which Mrs., Warren
valusd at 31,500, and which filled Mve
large trunks, is said to have lecluded &
quantity of gowns, sults, costumes,
blouses, coals, hats, furs and other mer-
chandise.

The three gowne, It Is understood,
were created by Cullot, the famous Parls
lan dressmaker, Just what thoy cost Mrs.
Warren has not been revealed. When
Mrs. Warren returned from France on
November 16 and presented her baggags
for 1 she was unabls tc pre
want lot's bills for the gowns in ques-

tion. Bhe explained that she had bought
& large number of gowns at the time be-
cause she had been Informed in FParis
that they weére to be had at great
bargains.

According to the government, however,
Mrs. Warren's formation regarding
war-bargains obtlinable In  Parisian
costumes and milfinery |s diametrically
opposite to the S experience of other
privite and commercial purchasers
abroad. Professional buyers and private
patrons of the great French modistes and
milliners have uniformly complainad that
ever since the war prices have been
steadily climbing.

However, that may be, the
is st & loss to understand how a woman
of Mrs. Warren's experiencé could be
honestly mistaken when she stated that
the thre gowns bad besn previously jm-
”Ua planation of Mra, .

9 & [
omisslon of thess thres gowns from
declaration is

that
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Vanderbilt, lsslin and Mrs.
m.ammm
Show (Mre. Warren ot the

Laft, Seated).
Phote (C) by Underwood & Underweod.

she YHed as to the cost price of ocertain
gowns and again as to certain of the
gowns having previously been imported.
“Here are five trunks containiog my
saring apparel and effects,” she virtu-
:n_hhdu-d. “I value it all st $1,600."
0

ince, m.'k‘lnl ; mn pan 'o‘!. O;:.m
Corwin HIll Tearle, who had nnm

in & sealskin doat worth $4,000, was fined
$2,000 and wentenced to three days In
the Tombs, which she served, A Jall
sentence, to be sure, but not a very
severe one.

In view of all thesa facts, And the attl-
tude of Dudley Field Malone, Collector
of tha Port, who declared, after an In-
vestigation of the case, that he belleved
“that there was in this case an attempt
te defrand the government™ it is under-
stood that the court will be urged io
fmposs a prison sentence in the event
that Mra, Warren s found gulity.

The Whitney Warrens move in the
most exclusive New
York asnd Boston

soclety circles
They were Includ-
od In Mre, Ogden

Mills's list of “ons
hundred and Afty
exclusives ™ Mr.

Warren s one of
New York's most
famous architects.
He designed the
Rite-Cariton, the
Vanderbiit, the
Belmont and wvari-

ous other fashion-
able hotels, tha
QOrand Central Ter

minal and other
imposing stroe
tures.

The Warrens

have two children,
Miss Gabrielle and
Whitney, Jr. The
boy is at school in
Grolon, Mass, Mra

Warren was Char-

Facsimile of Mrs. Whitney Warren's Sworn Declaration Before
the Custom House lnspectors,

self Justified In omitting them because
she had secured them in exchange for
three other gowns which she bhad
proviously tmported and pald duty on,
but which she had taken back with har
to Paris bocausse they were unsatis-
factory.

Whether that s the case or not, or
whether such a state of facta would
actually excuse Mra. Warren's allaged
violation of the tarif sct remains to be
aeen.

The case has sitracted cousiderable
sttention, not only because of the prem-
inence of the people Involved, but be-
cause It presents s somewhat unigue
situation,

The usual charge againet those who
seek to evade the customs Is “smug-
sling™ It is based on an atigmpt to

lotte A. Tooker.

It Mrs. Warren
is ever tried and °
convicted, t h e
udge may onrder
er tts:‘ pulru r‘l
fine, Thia will, of courne, no .
shlr.:o a person of her wealth, It will,
in t, be no real punishmant,

The law means that a convicted smug-
gler shall be punished. But if & monay
fine s no real punishment—thes what?
The law provides |mprisonment also, In
the discretion of the judge. Two years
on each of the two chlal ofenses—four
years in prison for Mra. Warren, if the
very worst should happen.

But thers is a provision in the Con-
.unllon:(lho ummgn l:
“oruel and unususl” punishments»mus
ever be inflicted, Would It ba too cruel
and too very to sentepce a
woman of wealth and fashlon to jall?
What on esrth would a fashionable
woman find to do In pricon? It would

such o dull thne,
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